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coins he finds are deemed unconsecrated. If there was in the corner 
specified by the father a maneh in the status of second tithe, and he 
later found there two hundred zuz (two manehs), the extra money is 
deemed unconsecrated. If there were there two hundred zuz in the 
status of second tithe, but he found there only one maneh (a hundred 
zuz), it is all deemed to be in the status of second tithe. In this 
connection, T.M.S. 5:7 adds, for the case in which the father says] 
there are two hundred zuz but he fount only one maneh: “We assume 
one maneh was left behind and one maneh was carried off,” the words 
of Rabbi. But sages say, “All of the coins are unconsecrated.” [Thus, 
as at M. 1:5E, if three pigeons were designated but only two were 
found, we assume that those two were among the three that had been 
designated, just as we assume one maneh was left behind and one was 
carried off, in Rabbi’s view. ] 


1:2: There we have learned: One who says to his son, “Coins in the 
status of second tithe are in this corner,” but the son found coins in a 
different corner — lo, these coins are deemed unconsecrated. [If there 
was there in the corner specified by the father a maneh in the status of 
second tithe, but the son found two hundred zuz, the extra maneh ‘s 
worth of coins is deemed unconsecrated [M. M.S. 4:12A-F]. [As 
above,we proceed to show that Rabbi is the authority for this view.] R. 
Jacob bar Aha in the name of R. Yosé, “This represents the view of 
Rabbi. “For it has been taught: ‘We assume one maneh was left behind 
and one maneh was carried off,’ the words of Rabbi. “But sages say, 
‘All of the coins are unconsecrated;” [T. M.S. 5:7AA-BB]. He 
retracted and said, “It represents the view of all parties [at M. 1:5]. 
“For the case involving pigeons is different. For it is usual for them to 
fly about. [So sages may concur at a case such as M. 1:5G, for 
example, while rejecting Rabbi’s view in the case of the coins.]” 


[Ir HE DESIGNATED PIGEONS | IN THE NEST AND FOUND THEM IN FRONT OF THE 


NEST, THEY ARE PROHIBITED. BUT IF THERE ARE ONLY THOSE PARTICULAR 
BIRDS THERE, LO, THESE ARE PERMITTED. 


II:1: [With reference to M. 1:5F, If one designated pigeons in the nest 
and found them in front of the nest, they are prohibited.] R. Yudan 
said, “That which you have said [in prohibiting the birds] applies to a 
case in which there were two [or more] nests of birds. But if there was 
only a single nest, it is not in such a case [that the pigeons are 
prohibited, since they can have come only from the nest that the man 
designated in advance]. For lo, we have learned: But if there are only 
those particular birds there, these are permitted [M. 1:5] [and this 
proves the case of Yudan].” 


